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Thank you for requesting additional comments on the proposed

transport and
Mountain site
Envirconmental
the transi:)ort

Mountain site.

site

storage of spent nuclear waste at the Yucca

.I After reviewing the Supplement to the Draft
Impact Statement, we continue toc be opposed to
to and storage of nuclear waste at the Yucca

The State of Nevada is opposed to using the

for storage. The State of Misscuri, City of St. Louis

and many of the municipalities in the region are also against

transport through our area.

We are still opposed to this plan,

and believe the waste should remain in the area where it was

produced.

It should not be transported most of the way across
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the country to be stored in someone else's back yard. Even if
it is determined that the storage should be at Yucca Mountain,
it makes no sense to transport the material through heavily
populated areas. Even though the chance of a leak is remote,
the chance does exist, and it would be much more tragic if a
leak were to occur in a heavily populated area. Please

reconsider this whole strategy. I

Thank you.
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